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SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chairman John.stone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine eco$ystem and the health of tlte local economy, I firmly support tltese

important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:
Proposals 114 and 115-1 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minim.um stook biomass for five conseoutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build beck to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal US-I support tltis proposal to only harvest SO% of the Guideline Barvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. Thi$ proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing grea~ opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.
Proposa.1121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Proposal 125-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at I 0,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and ttaditional herring industries, tltere are
several proposals which will relll!)ve conservation mell8ures put in place by the Board of Fisheries, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both connnercial and subsistence
livelihoods. l do not support the following proposals:
Propos•ls 116 and 111-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high :frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and 120-1 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing P1"otections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 121-I do not support this proposal to reduce the bionwBs threshold for the Sitka stQCk from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove CIX.isting conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem..
I hope you can W<:e my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka

February 23-March 3.
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SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fls!teries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I finnly support these
important proposals regarding herring management ln Southeast Alaska:
Proposals 114 and 115--I support this region-wide proposlll to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years befure a sac.roe fishery (seine or glllnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for 1111. extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka.
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal 118-1 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% (Jf
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. Tb.is proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to inerease the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped sub$istencc harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for $\ibsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Proposal 12&-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional llerring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put ln place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, rolning both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:
Proposals 116 and 117-1 do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence brring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and 120-l do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-1 do not support this proposlll to reduce the biomass tlu'eshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 !on$. This proposal would remove existing oonservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the hell.Ith of the marine ecosystem.
I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka.
February 23·March 3.

~9<Mre:t~
c;;:....,Jw.

cZ: &emeft s;...

Printe Name

Contact Phone

Date

.(14 /4--h;t;. ~t =t. f'
Street Address

P. 4

FEB. 20. 2015 2:41PM

SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chainnan Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:
Proposab 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to require herring Stooks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted Stooks need more time to recover.
PropoSPI 118-I support this proposal to only harvest SO% ofthc Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence hllrvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Pl"oposal 125-1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harveirt at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. l do not support the following proposals:
Proposals 116 and 117-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and llG-l do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-I do not support this proposal to reduce the biOIIllll!s threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board o:t'Flsheries and will be detrimental to the health of the 11111rlne ecosystem.
I hope you can take my comments into aocount for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board ofFisherie11,
As a stakeholder in thQ marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:
Proposals 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to require hen'ing stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressute for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to hlstorio levels. The olosUJ'eS of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sowid this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal US-I support this proposal to only hal'vest 50% of the Guideline Harve~t Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporazy commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportwlity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their ruieds.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure hilil helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harves!er$ to continuously meet their needs.
Pl'oposal 12S-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to plaoe a cap on th.e
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Boatd of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:
Proposals 116 and 117-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harveswr survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met
Proposals 119 and 120-I do not support this proposal to olose the subsistence only area in Sitka SoUlld.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock £tom
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine eoosystem.
I hope you can take my conunents into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka

February 23-March 3.
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SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chalnnan Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem a:nd the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:
Proposals 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to require betting stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal 11$-1 support this proposal to only harvest SO% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to llleet their needs.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously roeet their needs.
Proposal 125--I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at l 0,000 tons. This will inorease the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will temove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:
P1'0posals 116 and 117-I do nat $Upport this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subgistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and 120-I do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-I do not support this proposal to reduce the bio!lla$S threshold fot the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem,
l hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka.
February 23-March 3.
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SITKA TRIBE

NO. 154

Dear Chainnan Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem. and the health of the local economy, I finnly support these
important proposal$ regarding herring management in Southeast Alll$ka:

Prop0sals 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive yea.rs before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal 118-I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guidelino Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn b~fore a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters te meet their needs.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Proposal 125-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate te 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and ttaditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation mell$ures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Silkll Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:
Proposals 116 and 117-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Aillount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and 120-I do not support this proposal to close the $Ubsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsist.Ince harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.
I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting Jn Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chainnan Johmtone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I finnly support these

important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:
Proposals 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to requite herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure fur an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal 118-I supp01t this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest :Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.
Proposal 121-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Proposal 125--I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditio11al herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound hetTing populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not suppo1t the following proposals;
Proposals 116 and 117-I do not 6upport this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary ful'
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Prop<1sals 119 and 120---I do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
Th.is proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsist<mcc harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 122-1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem,
I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka

February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,
As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring IIlllilagem.ent in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115-l supPOrt this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period oftlme will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year !!hows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.
Proposal 118--I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary connnercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.
Proposal lll-I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence hlllVesters to meet some of their neods, but more area ls
necessll!'y for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.
Proposal 125-l support this proposal to reduce tll.e harvest rate to 10% md to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsMence
harvesters.
Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals whioh will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. l do not support the following proposals:
Proposals lUi and 117-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subslsttince (ANS). The results of ADF&O Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.
Proposals 119 and 1:20-I do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.
Proposal 12Z-I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.
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